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they were complex propositions, not to be established by
a test applicable only to propositions no further decompos-
able; (2) that this test, in common with any test, is liable
to yield untrue results, either from incapacity or from
carelessness in those who use it." In regard to which
Prof. Sidgwick says:l " These two qualifications surely
reduce very much the practical value of the criterion. For
how are we to proceed if philosophers disagree about the
application of the criteria ? How are we to test * undecompos-
ability * ? For notions which on first reflection appear to
us simple are so often found on further reflective analysis to
be composite. Which conclusion, then, are we to trust, the
earlier or the later ? This seems to me a serious dilemma for
Mr Spencer; whichever way he answers he is in a difficulty."

It would seem then that Spencer did not get
much further than others who have tried to answer
the question: What is the test of truth % Nor for our
part can we supply the deficiency. It is probably
more profitable, as Sidgwick says, " to turn from in-
fallible criteria to methods of verification, from the
search after an absolute test of truth to the humbler
task of devising modes of excluding error." " These
verifications are based on experience of the ways in
which the human mind has actually been convinced
of error, and been led to discard it; Le.9 three modes
of conflict, conflict between a judgment first formed,
and the view of this judgment taken by the same
mind on subsequent reconsideration; conflict between
two different judgments, or the implications of two
partially different judgments formed by the same
mind under different conditions; and finally, conflict
between the judgments of different minds." In other
words, what is true for us is that which survives
these conflicts, but the conflict is unceasing.

1 The Philosophy of Kant and other Lecturers, 1905, p. 319
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